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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 97-7313

STANLEY SHANE SM TH,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

FRANKLI N FREEMAN, Secretary of Correction;
LYNN PH LLIPS, Director, Division of Prisons;
GRANT M SPICER, Western Area Adm nistrator;
REGA E VEI SNER, Assi stant Western Area Adm n-
istrator; FINESSE G COUCH, Executive Direc-
tor, Inmte Gievance Commttee; PHYLLIS
ELLI OTT, Ment al Health and Disabilities
Coordi nator; MARCUS HUGHES, Superi ntendent,
Craggy Correctional Center; WADE HATLEY,
Craggy Correctional Center; MARGE LAWER,
Assi stant Superintendent, Craggy Correctional
Center; BILL CRESON, | nmate Speci al Needs Case
Worker, Craggy Correctional Center; LINDA
PLESS, Inmate Special Needs Case Wrker,
Craggy Correctional Center; CAROLI NA VENCE,
| nmat e Casewor ker, Craggy Correctional Center;
JACOB MORROW Lieutenant, Craggy Correctional
Center; LEWS DAVIS, Lieutenant, Craggy Cor-
rectional Center; M KE BALL, Li eut enant,
Craggy Correctional Center; HARRY RHODES,
Li eutenant, Craggy Correctional Center; KEVIN
BURRESS, Sergeant, Craggy Correctional Center;
KEITH RICE, Sergeant, Craggy Correctional
Center; JOHAN WLSON, Sergeant, Craggy Cor-
rectional Center; BILL SHOOK, Sergeant, Craggy
Correctional Center; LARRY THURSTON, Correc-
tional Oficer, Craggy Correctional Center;
REGA E DUNSTON, Correctional Oficer; GARRY
HAUG Correctional Oficer, Craggy Correction-
al Center; DONALD SHEPERD, Correctional Ofi -
cer, Craggy Correctional Center,



Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Asheville. GahamC Millen, District
Judge. (CA-95-32- M)

Subm tted: August 13, 1998 Deci ded: August 28, 1998

Before WDENER and WLKINS, GCrcuit Judges, and HALL, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Stanl ey Shane Smith, Appellant Pro Se. El i zabeth F. Parsons,
OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NORTH CARCLI NA, Ral eigh, North
Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court’s order granting Defen-
dants’ notion to dismss. W have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Smth v. Freeman,

No. CA-95-32-MJ (WD.N.C. Aug. 26, 1997). W grant Appellant’s
notions to consider additional |legal authorities. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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